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ADMINISTRATIVE: 


RE: CIRCUIT JUDGE JOIi'H C./CASEY 

On Kay 10, 1968, Judge JOKN C. CASEY, Circuit 
Court, Division 18* Municipal Court Building, 13*jj and 
Ma i kct Streets, St, Louis, Missouri, advised SA 
|f™~ ] that he had originally sentenced subject To 

years itj the Missouri State Penitentiary following subject’s 
< /:nv tion of an armed robbery of a Kroger Store in 
St, Louis, iUKsoun, in 1959- Subject appealed the 
conviction and sentence but the findings of the trial court 
’a err sustained* The appeal is reported in 3 54 Southwestern 
S'MVC'p;! r Page P40 , 


Thereafter subject filed a motion to vacate the 
judgment and sentence under Section 27,26 of the Missouri 
Rules of Criminal Procedure on August 4, 1966 alleging 
improper introduction of his signed statement failure 
to if ford tiAtr a svr*i* y rearing, illovav^e by tr,- court of 
faulty Jury i r *.*t ri*c tio:u?, reception of perjured St-Te 
testimony, and failure of t h* 1 court to furnish rrim the 
advice and assistance of an attorney during the various 
of trial and appeal* Judge CASI7 noted that sc:h 
mot'^n and Ue argument in support thereof had bet ? n prepared 
pers nally by suhjoc*' and that, although l *hey were obviously 
has* d cn gimilnr jeot i' m; and arguments of other prisoners 
whirl'* he knows to be cn r ile at toe Kis^ot-r/. ho:i lent Iary 

a,s models for individual motions prepared by other prisoners, 
they were ably prepared, were on a par wit n similar motions 
nnd arguments regularly prepared by practicing attorneys in 
Li\is area, and evidence a thorough knowledge and preparation 
on tL'* part of the- subject in regard to th«. specific points 
of law involved. >«■** 


Judge CASE'/ stated that he tad thereafter overruled 
subject's motion but that the Supreme Court of Missouri had 
on April 13. 1967, reversed him on this ratter and ordered 
subject f H motion restored to his decker as of June 15, LL ;, 67. 

Judge CASEY noted that the matter had actually become academic 
as ef that date due to subject*^ escape* Judge CAbTV stated 
he nad appointed Attorney JGHM D* &CHN&?DEft of St- Louts to 
represent subject In this matter* but that to the extent of bis 
knowledge SCHNLJUER never saw the subject or had any contact ■ 
vrj i h tUXi . 
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